
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- November 16 ,  1966 - 

Appeal No. 8977 Edward Blanco, appe l l an t .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fol lowing Order was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
November 2 9 ,  1 9 6 6 .  

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- May 4 ,  1967 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  a var iance  from t h e  r e a r  yard r equ i re -  
ments of t h e  R-4 D i s t r i c t  and var iance  of t h e  provis ions  of 
7202.1 t o  waive of f  street parking f o r  one c a r  a t  2128 Cathedral  
Avenue, NW., l o t  838, square  2205, be granted .  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The Board inspec ted  t h e  s u b j e c t  si te on November 1 4 ,  1966 
and found t h e  l o t  t o  be unimproved and r i s i n g  very s t e e p l y  from 
Cathedral  Avenue. 

( 2 )  The proper ty  has  a f ron tage  of 42.59 f e e t  on Cathedral  
Avenue and conta ins  approximately 2,248 square f e e t  of land.  

(3) Testimony of t h e  a r c h i t e c t  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t .  t h e  proper ty  
is approximately 85 f e e t  deep and s lopes  from f r o n t  (Cathedral  
Avenue) t o  back a t  a 50 percent  grade.  

( 4 )  I t  i s  proposed t o  c o n s t r u c t  a s i n g l e  family one and a 
ha l f  s t o r y  dwell ing on t h e  property.  The house w i l l  be 4 1  f e e t  
by 35 f e e t .  The r o o f l i n e  of t h e  proposed dwell ing w i l l  be 
roughly l e v e l  with t h e  ad jo in ing  proper ty  t o  the w e s t .  The ele- 
va t ion  of t h e  l o t  t o  t h e  w e s t  i s  144.5 f e e t  and t h e  proper ty  
f a l l s  from t h a t  p o i n t  t o  Cathedral  Avenue t o  an e l e v a t i o n  of 99 
f e e t .  

(5) The r e a r  of t h e  s u b j e c t  proper ty  has  an a r c  shape 
and a p p e l l a n t  cannot meet t h e  r e a r  yard requirements except  a t  
t h e  s i d e  l o t  l i n e s .  



( 6 )  The s t eepness  of t h e  proper ty  prevents  t h e  use of t h e  
s i te  f o r  o f f - s t r e e t  parking a s  a p p e l l a n t  cannot s a t i s f y  t h e  
r e g u l a t i o n s  r e q u i r i n g  a  12 percent  s l o p e  of a  driveway ac ross  
p u b l i c  space.  

(7 )  Sec t ion  3304.1 provides  t h a t  t h e r e  be a  20 f o o t  r e a r  
yard f o r  dwel l ings  i n  t h e  R-4 D i s t r i c t .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  regu- 
l a t i o n s  r e q u i r e  an o f f - s t r e e t  parking space measuring a t  l e a s t  
9 x 19 f e e t  and l o c a t e d  more than  t e n  f e e t  from t h e  bu i ld ing .  

( 8 )  Opposit ion t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appeal  was r e g i s -  
t e r e d  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hea r ing  by t h e  American War Mothers, who 
own proper ty  t o  t h e  r e a r  ( w e s t )  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t  si te.  

OPINION : 

The Board holds  t h a t  because of t h e  topography of t h e  l o t ,  
a p p e l l a n t  has  e s t a b l i s h e d  a  hardship  wi th in  t h e  meaning of t h e  
var iance  c l a u s e  of t h e  Zoning Regulations and t h a t  t h e  e r e c t i o n  
of t h i s  dwel l ing w i l l  have no adverse  a f f e c t  upon ad jacen t  and 
nearby proper ty .  

Fu r the r ,  t h e  waiver of one parking space w i l l  have no 
adverse  a f f  e c t  upon neighboring proper ty .  Appellant  ' s proper ty  
i s  such t h a t  parking cannot  be provided on t h e  s i t e  and d e n i a l  
of t h e  waiver would-prevent a  reasonable  use of t h e  proper ty .  

W e  conclude t h a t  t h e  requested r e l i e f  can be g ran ted  wi thout  
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impair ing t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose,  and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  
zone p lan  a s  embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and Maps. 


